Hinge. Hinge plate curved, narrow, posterior tooth series about 8 (4-11, n=10), anterior about 7 (3-11), ligament asymmetrical, much longer anteriorly, moderate in length, moderately narrow, with about 3 (2-6) chevron grooves.
Adductor muscle and pallial scars. Moderate in size, moderately impressed, anterior scar subovate, posterior scar ovate-elongate; pallial line narrow, with long, narrow dorsally directed lines extending from it.
Inner ventral crenulations. About 24 (14-43) rectangular, flat topped. Distribution. Modern specimens are only known from a small region off the northwest end of Isla Smith, Baja California, Mexico (29.1° N), 120-170 m. Fossil specimens are present in the late Miocene "Imperial" Formation in Riverside County, southern California (Powell, 1986; 1988) .
Type locality and type specimens. Mexico, Baja California, off the northwest end of Isla Smith; 29°05'12"N, 113°32'12"W; 120-170 m. All paratypes listed below are from the same lot as the holotype.
Holotype Figures 1N-P) , which has a subtrigonal shell shape, about 24 non-bifurcate radial ribs with moderately wide, moderately shallow interspaces, with very fine, closely spaced commarginal ribs, and a wide hinge plate with curved teeth.
The North Atlantic Tucetona pectinata (Gmelin, 1791) has fewer, non-bifurcating radial ribs with narrow interspaces when compared to T. isabellae. The new species has a similar number of radial ribs when compared to the northern Atlantic Tucetona subtilis Nicol, 1956 , but the ribs are not bifurcate, and the latter species has fewer teeth on the hinge plate.
Remarks. Tucetona isabellae has also been found in the fossil record although never formally described (Bramkamp, 1935; Powell, 1986) . Powell (1986) compares this species to two fossil species from Venezuela and Columbia, both of which have significant differences in dentition and ligamental grooves, and thus are not included in the comparisons above.
We have done a close examination of the Panamic members of the genus Tucetona and found that it has been difficult to differentiate the species. Many of the specimens in the museum collections we examined were incorrectly identified due to a misunderstanding of important characters within the genus. We found that the most distinct differences between the different Panamic species were, 1) presence or absence of rib bifurcation, 2) width and depth of interspaces, 3) size of the commarginal ribs, and 4) the width of the hinge plate. These characters alone can still sometimes lead to incorrect identifications. Further study, using molecular tools, likely would produce additional characters and might lead to the discovery of additional new species.
